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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication{s) filed on 20 August 2004 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 75-79. and 26-32 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) 0 Clainn(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) n Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) CH Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No{s)/i\/1ail Date . 



4) ED Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) n Notice of Informal Patent Application {PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: , 



U.S. Patent and Trademaric Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev, 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 010505 



Application/Control Number: 09/500,449 
Art Unit: 2174 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 08/20/04. 

Claims 15-19, and 26-32 are pending in this application. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 15-19, 26-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MuUaney (U.S. Pat. No. 5,917,484) and Kusmierczyk (U.S. Pat. No. 5,828,992). 

Per claim 15, Mullaney teaches a device comprising: 

a display unit, and means for displaying a first screen on the display unit, the first screen 
displaying a plurality of selectable language options for selecting a display language (fig. 4; 
options: 404-414; col. 4, lines 40-45), but does not teach means for displaying a second screen 
with an option on the display unit, the option having a same appearance regardless of the display 
language currently displayed , wherein the first screen is displayed when the option is designated 
on the second screen. 

However, Kusmierczyk teaches means for displaying a second screen with an option on 
the display unit, the option having a same appearance regardless of the display language 
currently displayed, wherein the first screen is displayed when the option is designated on the 
second screen (Fig. 2B; the option: F3; col. 2, lines 61-67; The examiner infers that the option 
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having a same appearance regardless of the display language currently displayed is that the F3 
function key has the same appearance in both Figs. 2 A and 2B), Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the function key 
option of Kusmierczyk in the invention of Mullaney because it provides users an easy access to 
language selection screen by means of utilizing the function keys on a keyboard. 

Per claim 16, Kusmierczyk teaches a device according to claim 15, wherein the option is 
indicated in a predetermined language regardless of the display language currently selected (Fig. 
2B; F3 function key; The examiner infers that the option having a same appearance regardless of 
the display language currently selected is that the F3 function key has the same appearance in 
both Figs. 2A and 2B). 

Per claim 17, Kusmierczyk teaches a device according to claim 16, wherein the 
predetermined language is English (Fig. 2B; F3 function key). 

Per claim 18, Kusmierczyk teaches a device according to claim 15, wherein the option is 
indicated by a predetermined symbol regardless of the display language currently selected (Fig. 
2B, symbol F3). 

Per claim 19, Kusmierczyk teaches a device according to claim 15, wherein the second 
screen provides plural options for various device settings (Fig. 2B; keys: Fl-FlO; col. 2, lines 53- 
58). 

Per claim 26, Mullaney teaches a device comprising: a display unit and a controller 
which displays a screen on the display unit, the screen displaying a plurality of selectable 
language options for selecting a display language (fig. 4; options: 404-414; col. 4, lines 40-45), 
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But does not teach a dedicated key switch provided outside of the display unit, wherein the 
display language selection screen is directly displayed on the display unit when the dedicated key 
switch is operated, the dedicated key switch being used only for displaying the display language 
selecting screen on the display unit. 

However, Kusmierczyk teaches a dedicated key switch provided outside of the display 
unit, wherein the display language selection screen is directly displayed on the display unit when 
the dedicated key switch is operated, the dedicated key switch being used only for displaying the 
display language selecting screen on the display unit (Figs 2A and 2B; col. 2, lines 58-67; 
function key F3 on keyboard of Fig. 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the function key option of 
Kusmierczyk in the invention of Mullaney because it provides users an easy access to language 
selection screen by means of utilizing the function keys on a keyboard. 

Per claim 27, Mullaney teaches a display device comprising: 

a display unit which displays a first screen with a plurality of selectable language options 
for selecting a display language (fig. 4; options: 404-414; col. 4, lines 40-45) and a second screen 
with an option ,wherein the first screen is displayed when the option is designated (fig. 5; option 
: "<Back"), but does not teach a control unit which controls the option to appear the same 
regardless of the display language currently displayed. 

However, Kusmierczyk teaches a control unit which controls the option to appear the 
same regardless of the display language currently displayed (Fig. 2B; the option: F3; col. 2, lines 
61-67; The examiner infers that the option having a same appearance regardless of the display 
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language currently displayed is that the F3 function key has the same appearance in both Figs. 
2 A and 2B). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include the function key option of Kusmierczyk in the invention of Mullaney 
because it provides users an easy access to language selection screen by means of utilizing the 
function keys on a keyboard. 

Per claim 28, Kusmierczyk teaches a display device according to claim 27, wherein the 
option is indicated in a predetermined language regardless of the display language currently 
selected (Fig. 2B; the option: F3; The examiner infers that the option having a same appearance 
regardless of the display language currently selected is that the F3 function key has the same 
appearance in both Figs. 2 A and 2B). 

Per claim 29, Kusmierczyk teaches a display device according to claim 27, wherein the 
option is indicated by a predetermined symbol regardless of the display language currently 
selected (Fig. 2B, symbol F3). 

Per claim 30, Mullaney teaches a method of display comprising: 

displaying a first screen with an option in a first display language (fig. 5; option: 
"<Back"); 

displaying a second screen when the option is designated on the first screen, the second 
screen displaying a plurality of selectable language options for selecting a display language, and 
setting the selected language through the second screen as a second display language, the second 
display language being different from the first display language (fig. 4; col. 4, lines 40-45; col. 7, 
lines 27-29), but does not teach displaying a third screen with the option in the second display 
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language, said option having a same appearance as in the first screen although the third screen is 
displayed in the second language 

However, Kusmierczyk teaches displaying a third screen with the option in the second 
display language, said option having a same appearance as in the first screen ahhough the third 
screen is displayed in the second language (Figs. 2A-2B; the option F3 has the same appearance 
on both screens on Figs. 2A and 2B). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the function key option of Kusmierczyk in 
the invention of Mullaney because it provides users an easy access to language selection screen 
by means of utiKzing the function keys on a keyboard. 

Per claim 31, Kusmierczyk teaches a display device according to claim 30, wherein the 
option is indicated in a predetermined language regardless of the display language currently 
selected (Fig. 2B, the option: F3; The examiner infers that the option having a same appearance 
regardless of the display language currently selected is that the F3 function key has the same 
appearance in both Figs. 2 A and 2B). 

Per claim 32, Kusmierczyk teaches a display device according to claim 30, wherein the 
option is indicated by a predetermined symbol regardless of the display language currently 
selected (Fig. 2B, symbol F3). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments in the Amendment have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's primary argument is that Kusmierczyk does not teach "an option having a 
same appearance regardless of the display language currently displayed", and "the function key 
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is not an option displayed on the screen of a display unit". The examiner does not agree because 
Kusmierczyk teaches an option on the display unit, the option having a same appearance 
regardless of the display language currently displayed (an option "F3" is being display on the 
displays of figs. 2 A and 2B see col. 2, lines 61-67; The examiner considers that the option having 
a same appearance regardless of the display language is that the appearance of the label "F3" for 
the key stays the same both Figs. 2A and 2B). 

In addition, applicant also points out that that examiner has failed to provide evidence of 
a motivation to combine. The examiner does not agree for the following reasons: 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed Cir. 1988) and/« re Jones, 958 F.2d347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the function key option of Kusmierczyk in the invention of MuUaney 
because it provides users an easy access to language selection screen by means of utilizing the 
function keys on a keyboard (the function key of Kusmierczyk is being used to provide a 
shortcut for accessing the screen of Figs. 2A and 2B. Thus, the short cut can be implemented to 
provide the users with an easy access to the language selection screen of fig. 4 of Mullaney). 

Conclusion 
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THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
v^ill expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 8:30 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published appHcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubHc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




T. Vu 
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SUPERVISOHY PATENT BCWilNER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



